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GAJUS OR GAIUS? 
By Frederic D. Allen. 

WHETHER the praenomen Gains was two syllables or three, 
ought not to be a matter of doubt, and there must be plenty 
of scholars who are well aware of the facts. Nevertheless, mislead- 
ing statements are found in several of the books to which one would 
naturally turn for instruction on such a point,* and the writer has 
often wished that some one would collect the evidence bearing on it. 
But the immediate occasion of the present attempt is the fact, recently 
brought to his notice, that the two Latin dictionaries most used in this 
country — both the work of the same accomplished scholar — give 
exactly opposite directions for the pronunciation of the word. 

The evidence for the two forms respectively stands about thus : — 

Testimony for Gains : — 

Cassius Gaiiis hie operarius, quem Cephalonem. 

Lucil. V. 355 Lachtn. (xi, v. 22, Miill.). 

Cinnast GatHs, is sibi parauit. 

CatuII. 10. 30. 

post Gaiumqa& Luciumque consedit. 
Martial, v, 14. 

peruigil in pluma Gains ecce iacet. 

Martial, ix, 92. 

Gai&s a prima tremebundus luce salutat. 
Ibidem. 

GaiUs et mallet uerbera mille pati. 
Ibidem. 

non mauis quam ter Gaiiis esse tuus. 
Ibidem. 



1 For instance, in Madvig's grammar, and in Gossrau's (1880), and in Kuhner's 
large grammar (1877), and Schweizer-Sidler's new work (1888), no pronuncia- 
tion but Gajus (or Cajus) is mentioned. Others represent the trisyllabic form 
as exceptional or poetic. So Roby's grammar, and Georges' (1879) and Heini- 
chen's (1875) dictionaries. 
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72 Frederic D. Allen. 

Gatiis banc lucem gemma mihi lulius alba. 
Martial, xl, 36. 

Gains ut fiat lulius et Proculus. 
Ibidem. 

emptum plus minus asse Gdidno. 

Statius, Silv. iv, 9, 22. 

Gains praenomen inde C notatur, G sonat. 

Terentian. Maurus, 897. 

' stirps ' uelut dixit disertus Gracchus alter Gains. 
Ibidem 988. 

nomine Longinius, praenomine Gaiiis olim. 

CIL. X, 8131 (Stabiae). 

Stallius Gaiiis has sedes Hauranus tuetur. 

CIL. X, 2971 (Naples). 

r d I £, crov 8e Trarijp x^pi St^erai cvktov tovXov. 

ApoUonides, Anth. Pal. x, 19. 

r d 10 s tKirvtwras to TramrraTov cx^** ° Xtirros. 
Lucillius, Anth. Pal. xi, 92. 

tYYpdij/avTe'i avui, T a i o s iK^iperax. 
Ibidem. 

ouTo> Kov<f>6raT<yi ireXt T d t o s, omtt £ko\v/i/3o. 
Same, Anth. Pal. xi, 100. 

rdt £, Kot (TV 4>oPov, /M) Kal <Te Tis iyKaraXi^iji. 
Same, Anth. Pal. xi, 265. 

r di o V <o fijcpoiroDV eXirtSes ov /Mvt/uot. 

Inscr. Forum lulii, Kaibel n. 579, 
"ii fere saeculi." 

r d I o s et/japTy aXoxm ToSe (T^pa Bavowrg. 

Inscr. Macedonia, Kaibel n. 525; late 
Roman time ; incorrect and clumsy. 

[F] dtov 'Av8pop.€vov9 lv[Oa]B' ex*' <l>Oipevctt'. 

Inscr. Galatia, Kaibel n. 405 = CIG. 
4132; Kaibel's restoration ; probable. 



a t o s ouTos £y<o . 



Testimony for Gajus : — 



Beginning of elegiac inscription; 
Naxos, Bull. Corr. Hell, ix, p. 502. 



languentem GaiUm moriturum dixerat olim. 

Ausonius, Ep. 75 (p. 312, Peiper). 

' quis tu'? ' Gaiiis,^ ait. ' uiuisne'? hie abnuit, ' et quid.' 
Ibidem. 
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turn G&iils: ' metuas nihil. Eunome; dixi ego et omnes.' 
Ibidem. 

ovpavov, <S P(i)juaS) Tai?, iraTjoas ipvfux. 

Antipater, Anthol. Palat. ix, 59. 

STHAAIS 'louXios ^^[^a] Trarpos roio-u KaroKcijuai. 

Inscr. Thessaly, Bull. Corr. Hell, xiii, p. 392. 

(c(ai) TTOiSes ^ft/iW)[io] 5r«/3iic[XeiT]ou [F] at o [i] o. 

Inscr. Galatia, Kaibel n. 405 = CIG. 4132 ; 
Kaibel's restoration ; not certain. 

Priscian, vii, p. 302 K. (Hertz): " de 'Pompei' et 'Vultei'et 'Gai' 
et similibus uocatiuis, quae i loco consonantis ante 'us' habent 
in nominatiuis, dubitatur utrum i extrema pro uocali an pro consonante 
sit accipienda, quomodo in aliis casibus, quod magis more antiquo ratio- 
nabilius esse uidetur. Nam solebant illi non solum in principio sed etiam 
in fine syllabae ponere i loco consonantis, idque in uetustissimis inuenies 
scripturis, quotiens inter duas uocales ponitur, ut ' eiius,' ' Pompeiius,' 
' Vulteiius,' ' Gaiius.' " 

Probus, p. 104 K., gives Gaius as the pattern of nouns which " ius 
syllaba definiuntur," as distinguished from those which "us syllaba post 
i litjteram definiuntur " (pattern Sempronius) . 

Marius Victorinus, p. 24, 1. 21 K. : " sibi autem ipsa subiungitur in his, 
ut ' aiio,' ' Troiia,' ' Gaiius,' ' Aiiax.' " 1 

There is a penumbra of doubtful cases, with which I did not 
encumber the above list. For completeness' sake I will enumerate 
them. 

(i) Lucian Miiller has conjectured another Gdius into Lucilius 
(xxvi, 1 = 859 Lachm., nam Gaium for Manium). 

(2) On the other hand the Ausonian examples of Gajus may well 
be increased by three, as the substitution of Gaius, Gaio for Caesar, 
Caesare as the name of Caligula in the 'Caesares'^ has everything in 
its favor except the manuscripts. 

(3) On which side roiavds {j.\j^j.), Kaibel n. 445, should count 
is not clear, as the Greeks made the ending -ianus either -lovos or 
-ta vos : but -tavds is more common. 



' But a little further on (p. 27, 1. 9) he gives ' Troiia,' ' aiio,' ' Graiitts,' 

' Aiiax,' as examples of " i duplicata " ; it is therefore very likely that Graiitts 
originally stood in the first passage also. 

^ Monost. ii, 4; iv, 4; Tetrast. iv, 1. In Peiper's edition, pp. 184, 186, 188. 
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(4) In the Bulletin de Correspondance Hell^nique, vol. viii, p. 239, 
the following pentameter verse may be read, in an inscription of 
Eumenia in Phrygia, of a late epoch : — 

/touo-[ais a\iK-tfiv.'i [Fjaios irpayfUiTiKO^. 

It is hard to decide whether neglect of position in the syllable -os was 
intended, or a spondee in the latter half of the pentameter.' 

(5) A late epitaph from Aquileia, CIL. V, 923, contains the limp- 
ing distich : — 

C. Manlius hie Valeiianus nomine dictus 
Sentilius fratri quia meritus posuit ; 

but from such doggerel it is hardly possible to infer whether the 
writer pronounced his name Gaius or Gdius. 

(6) More promising looks at first sight an interesting inscription 
of Casinum, CIL. X, 5282, which may with probabiUty be assigned to 
Cicero's time.^ It reads in the CIL., with Mommsen's supplements, 

thus : — 

\Heic est situs 2]ueinctius Gaius Protymus 
[amiceis su\rama. qum laude probatus, 
[guoius ing]tm\ixa declarat pietatis alumnus 
{Gaius Queincltivs Valgus patronus. 

It is obvious that verses were intended by the writer ; but what sort 
of verses ? The second and third lines suggest hexameters j the first 



1 Of the latter phenomenon, the following cases (all inscriptional) are known 

to me : — 

. . ir\'ti<Tov(nv 7ei'€T[oi]. 

. . ape(rKovffa kAvt^. 

Bull. Corr. ix, 519. 
. . terram opiate leuem. 

CIL. VI, 14831. 
. . turn sortita lares. 

CIL. Ill, 3146. 
. . mors ipsa eripuit. 

CIL. V, 3403. 

For neglect of position in Greek verse, see the examples collected by Wagner, 
Quaestiones de epigrammatis Graecis, p. 63 f., and by me. Papers of American 
School, vol. iv, p. 79. 

2 On C. Quinctius Valgus, known from other inscriptkms, see Dessau in 
Hermes, xviii, p. 620 f. 
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and fourth seem more like Satumians. Blicheler, whose remarks are 
given in the CIL., has in mind a Satumian reconstruction, something 

like this : — 

\Heic hi sitiis j2]uelnctiiis Gdiiis Prot^mus 
[boneis uirels i«i]mma qiim laudd probdtus, 

[quoius ing]^mAm decldrat pletatfs aliimnus 
[Gditis Queinc]tits Vilg&s patr6nus. 

The difficulties involved in this, especially in the third line, are 
obvious, and are pointed out by Bucheler himself. Nevertheless, he 
appears to think it certain that the first verse at least was meant as a 
Saturnian. I should be glad of another case of Gdius, but I cannot 
lay any stress on this. In fact, with a very little snipping and a suf- 
ficient disregard for final s, these verses might all be filled out as 
hexameters.' 

{7) Priscian, in the sequel to the passage quoted above (VII, 
p. 302 K) lays down the rule " omnis enim uocatiuus in i desinens 
una syllaba minor debet esse suo nominatiuo, ut Sallustius o Sallusti," 
etc. A little further on (p. 304) he says distinctly that the vocatives 
Pompei, Vultei, and Gai "i finalem et ante eam uocalem pro una 
syllaba habent " ; and illustrates it by citing Horace Epist. I. 7, 91 : — 

durus, ait, Voltei, nimis attentusque uideris, 

to which he might have added Carm. II. 7, 5 : — 

Pompei meorum prime sodalium. 

If it were strictly true that every vocative in i must be one syllable 
shorter than its nominative, we should have another proof of Gdius. 
For, as it happens, the vocative of Gains, in spite of Priscian, is not 
Gai in one syllable, but Got in two. Witness these places : — 

nunc, Gai, quoniam incllans nos laedi' uicissim. 

Lucil. xi, 22, MUll. = 876 Lachm. 
quod peto da, Gal, non peto consilium. 
Martial, ii, 30. 



^ For instance, thus : — 

\_Grandaeuos situs hie sum ^]ueinctius Gaius Protymus, 
\sancto cuique uiro i«]mma qum laude probatns. 

\constans !;^]enium clarat pietatis alumnus, 
\niatrens qui hifnc tumulum dat, ^«!Kc]tius Valgus patronus. 
Whereby, indeed, the inequality of the supplements might be hard to account for. 
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<quod debes, Gal, redde,' inquit Phoebus et illinc. 

Martial, ix, 92. 

si donare uocas promittere nee dare, Gat. 

Martial, x, 16. 

But Priscian's rule is more or less upset by a verse of his own com- 
position : — 

sed tatnen egregio, Pompei, cede nepoti 

in the Laus Anastasii, 15 (Bahrens PLM. V, p. 265), supported by 
the weightier testimony of Ovid (ex Ponto, iv, i, i) : — 

accipe, Pompei, deductum carmen ab illo. 

That Pompeius was three syllables is proved by hosts of examples ; 
and if Pompejus could make Pompei, Gajus could make Gat. To be 
sure, one might urge that Pompei is offset by Pompei, whereas Gai 
occurs four times, and is the only form found. But this, at most, 
would furnish a sort of presumption. 

However, all uncertainties aside, the testimony collected on pp. 71- 
73 is amply sufficient to show that Gdius is early, and Gajus late ; 
and that Gdius is not a ' diaeresis ' nor an exceptional freedom taken 
by the poets, like Veins in Propertius and Tarpeia in Martial,^ but the 
usual and regular form. There was no motive for distorting the word 
in verse : Gajiis would have fitted in every rhythm as easily as Quin- 
tus or Marcus or durus. In fact, any defence of disyllabic Gaius as 
an existent form earlier than the fourth century of our era, must rest 
solely on two Greek instances — the epigram of Antipater and the 
inscription from Thessaly. The inscription cannot be dated, even 
approximately, at present. As published, it is singularly devoid of 
any indication of age, except the broken bar of A. 2THAAI2, 
at the beginning of the line, is clearly corrupt, and must represent 
a name. Otherwise the diction of its three distichs is correct 
and simple, and does not suggest a late date. As to the epi- 
gram of the Anthology, the codex Palatinus here gives yaiav, but 
Tate is preserved by Planudes. 'Antipater ' is doubtless the Thessa- 
lonican. The epigram has given rise to discussion on other grounds. 



^ Prop. V, 10, 31; Mart, xiii, 74, i. 
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Whether the Gaius whose mural paintings are described in it is 
Caligula or C. Caesar the son of Agrippa and Julia we need not 
stop to decide ; thirty years' difference in date does not signify for 
our purpose. The composition is from the aurea aetas of Latinity, 
and yet in the measurement of this name it runs counter to the 
usage of the period. One cannot help wondering why — perhaps 
even whether — the poet did not write <S "Poljaas Tait o-Ss Ipvjua. 
Howbeit, we must admit that on the face of the record there is one 
case, and perhaps two cases, of two-syllable Gaius, of the best epoch, 
in Greek. 

Here the question arises, how much weight should be assigned to 
the Greek examples which I have ranged above side by side with the 
Latin. All will agree, I think, that they can have only secondary and 
subsidiary force. It would not be strange if poets accustomed to 
alternatives like Sijios and Siji'os, iroTpciiios and waTpwios, who might 
call the father of Oedipus Ad'ios or Aaios, as happened to suit them, 
should have taken some liberties with Latin names of like sort. The 
following list of instances, which is probably nearly complete, will 
show the actual usage .^ 

Latin measurement preserved : — 
Ilofwr^ios (_/ Kaibel 600. 

noM^ov) ^_^ ^^.j^^j 

IIofiTrmav ) 

Tapin/iij ( J. i) Anth. Pal. xiv, 121 ; cod. rofmait), editors Tapireij;. 

Tpaiavos ( l v^) Anth. Pal. vi, 332, Hadrian.* 

Latin measurement altered : — 

W^Vo, (^^ J. v.^) Anth. Pal. ii, 304 1 christodorus. 

Ilo/xinjios ( L\j^j) " " n, 398) 

Ho/XTrqiy) ( Lw\j} " " vil, 185. Antipater Thessal. 

SaTvpjfi'os (w\j jL\jyj) " " ix, 776. Diodorus. 
'ATnroXrjta {X\j J.\j J.) Kaibel 546. 



1 One sees no/itir^ta;, KavouA^Zo;, ■nerp^iof, etc., and even Mi£io;, Mafoi/) con- 
stantly printed in our editions of Greek prose-writers. How uncertain the 
diaeresis is, we see from these poetical examples, which are the only possible 
criterion. 

* Tpatavoro, A. P. ix, 210, and Tfatavov, Kaibel 632, are indecisive. 
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These alterations are all in the direction of distraction ; I cannot 
show an example of contraction. Nevertheless so much is clear, that 
a Greek poet, in a case like this, is not final and absolute authority 
as to the pronunciation of a Latin name. And as regards the two 
cases of Taios, in view of the evidence on the other side, we may say 
with much confidence that they are probably an hellenizing hcense ; 
and if not this, that they represent a pronunciation which was begin- 
ning to be occasionally heard at Rome, but did not make its way to 
the front till long afterward. 



But why did this name Gains maintain its distract form so long, 
against the analogy oi Maius, Grains, and the like? Because it had 
been Gauius at no remote time? One is tempted to make this 
answer; and indeed I do not know any other to make, if this be 
not true. The other Italic dialects afford ample evidence that Gauius 
was really the original form of the name. The most distinct indica- 
tions are found in the Faliscan inscriptions, as the following little 
collection will show. The citations are from Deecke's 'Falisker' 
(Dk.), and E. Schneider's 'Dialectorum ItaUcarum exempla selecta' 
(Sch.): — 

Cauio Vetullo (= Gaius Vetulius'), Dk. 53, Sch. 11. 

Cauio Au. filio (= Gaius AulifiUus'), Dk. 30. 

Caui[o] Cau. [fjilio (= Gaius Gaifilius'), Dk. 31. 

Caui T[repl] cela (= Gai Trebi cello), Dk. 3, Sch. i. 

Cauia Vetulia (= Gaia Vetulid), Dk. 54, Sch. 10. 

Cauia [V]eculia Voltilia (= Gaia Veculia Voltifilid), Dk. 7, Sch. 7. 

C[a]ui[a]? (= Gaia), Dk. 13. 

Caui[a] Vecin[e]a Votilia (= Gaia Vecinia Voltif filia^X^, „ , 

Cauia Vecinea (= Gaia Vecinia) \ ' 

Caui Tertinei Posticnu (= Gaia Tertineia Postiifilia? SoDeecke), Dk. 

63, Sch. 28. 
Caio FoIcuz[i]o (= Gaius Folcusius) ) _, „ , 

Caio(=c;«^i) }Dk.49,Sch.i3. 

No other Italic dialect makes a showing like this, but no other 
writes out its praenomina so frequently. Other Faliscan inscriptions 
have C, or Ca., which of course prove nothing. In Umbrian we find 
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nothing but the abbreviations K., C, Ca. The same is true of the 
Middle Italian inscriptions (Paeligni, Volsci, etc.) now conveniently 
collected in Zvetaieff's manual, Inscriptiones ItaUae inferioris, pp. i- 
20. About one of these, n. 35 (= CIL. I, 194) — that beginning 
CIA PACIA — Deecke^ suggests that CIA is miswritten for CAIA; 
others have supposed [Lu\cia, or the like. In Oscan, what evidence 
there is makes for Gauius. Generally we find only G. or Ga., — 
perhaps 15 cases. Perkens Gaaviis {=■ Percennus Gaums), Zvetaieff, 
Syll. n. 5 7, which used to be cited, and Statiis Gaviis, n. 49, do not 
count, as Gaaviis is gentile, and the gentile even in Latin is almost 
always Gauius? But perhaps there is one real case : Zvetaieff Syll. 
n. 4, we read Kaal. Husidils Gaavi. . The stone is broken off, part 
of the i (I ) being gone. Because of this i, Zvetaieff takes the last 
name as a cognomen in the nominative. This is laying more stress 
on Oscan orthography than it will bear. The normal nominative 
would be either Gaaviis or Gaaviis, and the normal genitive either 
Gaavieis or Gaavieis. But both occur in several variations, and if 
nominatives like Stalls, n. 1 6, and Sabinls, n. 117 ( = Staius, Sabi- 
nius), are found, one sees no reason why a genitive Gaavieis might 
not exist. The genitive of the father's name is very customary in 
Oscan, and cognomina are rather rare. So there is everything in 
favor of interpreting our inscription as Calvius{?) Hosidius Gai f? 

It is therefore pretty safe to conclude that the Oscan-speaking 
peoples said Gaaviis for Gaius. The Etruscan inscriptions, on the 
other hand, show no form with v.* The dialectic testimony, accord- 
ingly stands thus : — 

Faliscan : Cauio, Cauia, Caio. 
Oscan : Gaaviis. 

1 Appendix to Zvetaieflf's book, p. 177. 

^ The relation between praenomina in -ius and the gentiles which have exactly 
the same letters ( Vibius Virrius and L. Vibius ; so also Statins, Saluius, Nouius, 
and several others) is not yet cleared up, even after what Deecke, Etrusk. 
Forsch. VI, p. 61 f., has written. These pairs are most frequent in Oscan and in 
the Oscan region; in fact, the whole lot seems to belong properly in the south. 
But does gentile come from praenomen, or praenomen from gentile ? 

' Deecke, Etrusk. Forsch. VI, p. 63, Falisker, p. 132, takes this Gaavi.. as a 
genitive. 

* The word kavi, standing alone on a tile, is cited by Deecke (Etrusk. Forsch. 
VI, p. 63), who rightly says that it is too uncertain to count. 
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Etrascan : Caie, Cat, Cat. 

Umbrian, Sabine, Marsian, Vokcian, etc., no evidence. 

It seems clear from this that the name must once have had a V, 
even in Latin. But how far back was this time ? Did, for instance, 
C. Marius call himself Gauius? Or if not, did C. Gracchus? Or 
if not he, did C. Flaminius ? These questions are not perfectly easy 
to answer. We have plentiful evidence as to the form of the name 
in imperial times, but for the republican period the indications are 
very few. The change from Gauius to Gaius went unrecorded, 
because it was almost universally the custom to write nothing but C. 
The Roman who read the sign as Gaius could not know that it 
had ever been read otherwise. No weight can be assigned to the 
gentile Gauius. This kept its F always,* but while the praenomen 
Ga{u)ius was of the highest antiquity in Latium, and from the time 
of ' Gaius Cluilius ' the Alban ' rex ' appears constantly in the Roman 
annals, the Gauia gens is unknown at Rome before the empire,^ and 
in all probability drifted in from the south. The two names exist 
quite independently so far as Latin is concerned. 

Only two Latin inscriptions anterior to the Christian era are known 
to me, in which this praenomen is written in full. Neither of these is 
Roman, and neither precisely datable, though both, from general indi- 
cations, must belong somewhere about the Ciceronic epoch. One is 
the epitaph of Gaius Quinctius Prothymus, already quoted on p. 74. 
The other is an inscription of Amitemum, in which occurs the name 
GAVIA CAESIDIA. The text of the entire epitaph (CIL. I, n. 
1298 = IX, n. 3621) is as follows : — 

P. Brut'ius P. F. Qui. 
Tertia Sapiena 3. I. 

uxor posit. 
Gauia Caesidia 
probisuma femina 

mater Bruti. 



1 CIL. IV, 825, 1 167 (Pompeii), VI, 605, 1009 (Rome), out of scores of 
inscriptional cases. Gaius also occurs as gentile, but rarely. CIL. I, 1257 
(Tegianum), L. Cai ; 1189, 1190 (Fundi), M. Gaius (along with Q. Gauitts). 

2 Six cases are recorded in the first volume of the CIL. : the places are Fundi, 
Caiatia, Arpinmn, Arretium; one is on an Etruscan tile. 
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This might seem to be proof positive of the existence of the form 
Gauius as praenomen in the first century B.C. But before this con- 
clusion can be accepted, two rather damaging possibilities must be 
disposed of. 

The first is that Gauia may be a gentile, not a praenomen at all. 
Women with two gentile names occur several times in the older 
inscriptions of Latium and the adjoining regions.* I have noted : 

From Praeneste : Ceisia Loucilia (CIL. XIV, 4104). 

Dindia Macolnia (CIL. XIV, 41 12 = I, 54). 

Maria Fabricia (CIL. XIV, 3134). 

Maria Selicia (CIL. XIV, 3259 = I, 149). 

Rudia Vergelia (CIL. XIV, 3295 = I, 1501 rf). 

From Rome : Cacilia Ania (CIL. I, 833 = VI, 8222). 

FromNemusDianae: Poublilia Turpilia (CIL. XIV, 4270). 
From Casinum : Agria Sueia, N. f. (CIL. I, 1183). 

These inscriptions (the last excepted) are among the oldest we 
have. The significance of the double names is by no means per- 
spicuous. We may think of an actual duplication of the family name, 
arising from a union of estates or other cause. It is also conceivable 
that the first name of the pair is a personal name — a gentile given as 
praenomen. There is something to say for this. It would be analo- 
gous to an Anglo-American custom now in vogue, by which family 
names are made to do duty as praenomina, so that a boy is called — 
let us say Montgomery Wilson, instead of William or Henry Wilson. 
Now it might be that the same thing occurred in ancient Italy .^ But 
on either of these suppositions, we should expect that men would 
receive such names as well as women. Now what men's names do 



' I segregate this group from the externally similar cases — Aemilia PloHa and 
the like — which occur much later, in the imperial period, and are part and parcel 
of the later system of names. Also, though with more hesitation, from cases like 
Vibia Tetidia (CIL. IX, 3272) and Saluia Seruia (I, 1063), because Saluius 
and Vibius, whatever their origin, were recognized men's praenomina. 

2 It is possible that the Vibius, Saluius, Nouius group of names — those which 
occur both as praenomina and gentiles — may eventually be regarded in this light. 
See note 2 on p. 79. The difficulty is that only certain particular names are so 
employed ; there is nothing like an indiscriminate use of gentiles as fore-names, 
either in Latin or Oscan. Deecke takes the opposite view, deriving Vibius gen- 
tile from Vibius praenomen, but to this again there are objections. 
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we find, of like epoch and locality, to set off against the above list? 
Nouios Plautios, who made Dindia Macolnia's casket, is obviously 
not a clear case. Besides him, I know only of Iunio{s) Setio(s) in 
CIL. XIV, 4104, from Praeneste. His name certainly resembles 
those of his five townswomen, but it is strange that we find no 
more like it. All the men who are registered in the very numerous 
archaic epitaphs of Praeneste have the regular praenomina, Marcus, 
Sextus, etc. 

It looks as if the custom were confined, or nearly confined, to 
women's names ; and this suggests another theory, namely that one 
of the gentiles is the husband's name ; that Dindia Macolnia, for 
instance, means 'wife of Magulnius, nee Dindia' (or the reverse). 
This view, it seems to me, gets a pretty strong confirmation from the 
inscription from the Nemus Dianae. The whole of it is as follows : 
Poublilia Turpilia Cn. uxor hoce seignum pro Cn. filiod Dianai 
donum dedit. This lady mentions not only her husband, but her 
son, in whose behalf the offering is made, by his praenomen only, 
and has seemingly forgotten to mention the family surname at all. 
The omission is well-nigh incredible, but all is in order if we suppose 
that this surname is TurpiUus. The dedication then has a form 
analogous to that which a man would have employed.* In the 
absence of any other evidence, we may provisionally infer that in 
these compound feminine names of the olden times, one name des- 
ignates the gens of the father, the other that of the husband. 

We return, after this digression, to Gauia Caesidia of Amiternum. 
If we are right in our inference about the group of names we have 
just been discussing, her name cannot be joined to this group, 
because her husband was not a Caesidius nor a Gauius, but a 
Bruttius. It would follow, then, that Gauia is praenomen, not 
gentile, and the first of the two difficulties we spoke of would be 
removed. On the whole, I think, the chances are in favor of this ; 
but there can be no certainty. The other difficulty remains. Can 
we be certain that this provincial inscription does not represent the 
Sabine pronunciation of the name rather than the Latin ? Obviously 
the F' might have lingered in other parts of Italy long after it had 



1 Her husband, for instance, would have written : Cn. Turpilius Cn. f. hoe 
lignum pro Cn. filio dedit. 
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ceased to be pronounced at Rome. Although the document is a 
Latin document, it cannot in this point carry the same weight as if it 
had been written in Latium. 

Latin inscriptions, then, lend us very Uttle aid in tracing the early 
form of the praenomen designated by C. It amounts in brief to 
one certain Gaius and one doubtful Gauius, of the first century 
before our era. Indications from other Latin sources there are none 
to speak of. The auctor de praenominibus derives Gaius a gaudio 
parentum : whatever we may think of this etymology, it seems prob- 
able that the writer had an inkling of the form Gati-ius. His source 
was probably Varro ; Varro then, we may say, knew the name Gauius ; 
but Varro certainly knew Sabine and probably other Italic dialects. 
I have somewhere seen the rich nabob who furnished Julius Caesar 
with lampreys for his triumphal banquet adduced as a case of the 
praenomen Gauius. But this man's name — he figures in history as 
C. Hirrius — is not so certain as we could wish. Macrobius (Sat. 
iii, 15, 10) calls him Gauius Hirrius, and refers to Pliay. Our 
manuscripts of Pliny (N. H. ix, 172) give, however, C. Hirrus} and 
in Varro (R. R. iii, 1 7) the codex Marcianus had simply Hirrus? 
Putting all together, it seems rather likely that the real name was 
Gauius Hirrus, with some praenomen unknown to us. 

There is, however, one remaining source of information, which 
ought not to be neglected. The Greeks wrote the Roman prae- 
nomina, as a rule, in fiiU, and we ought to, and do, get some definite 
indications fi-om them. We find no FaoDios, but we are enabled to 
trace Falos pretty well back. 

First, the text of Polybius contains rai'os passim. Unsupported 
this would not have great weight, but it is backed by numerous 
inscriptions. 

To begin with 48 B.C. ; after Pharsalus the Greek world was well 
dotted over with statues of Taios 'WXios raiov vtos Kaicrap, and many 
of the inscribed pedestals have survived; as CIG. 2215, 2214^ 
(Chios), 2368 and 2369 (Carthaea), 2957 (Ephesus), 3668 (Cyzi- 



1 Changed in the printed editions to C. Hirrius. 

^ His name very likely lurks somehow in Chius Postumius, Cic. de Fin. ii, 22, 
but we get no enlightenment from that. 
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cus), Bull. Corn, viii, p. 153 (Delos), iii, p. 508 (Megara). A con- 
temporary of Caesar was Fatos 'lovAios 'Apre/uSiopov vios 0£VB-O(ii7ros, 
whose statue was set up at Cnidos (Collitz, iii, n. 3527). 

A fine series of datable Faios's takes us back to the beginning of 
the first century. FaVos OvcpyiXioi Tatov vtos BaX^Sos, proquaestor, 
CIG. 5597 (Halaesa) was praetor in 62 B.C. FaVos occurs nine times 
in the Senatus Consultum of Oropus, Hermes xx, p. 268 ; the date 
is 73. To the year 74 belongs Titos KXavStos Vaiov Tpv<f>a)v, Delos, 
Bull. Corr. viii, p. 146. In the S. C. de Asclepiade, CIL. I, 203 = 
CIG. 5879, we meet with raio[s . . . A£vk]iov «ios : date 78 B.C. 
Another S. C, from Lagina in Caria, gives us [F]aios ^dvvuK Taiov 
[^vloi'] and [F]aios ^ovSavios rai'[ov vids], Bull. Corr. ix, p. 445 ; 
date 81. Faios KoiXios KaA.Sos Tdiou vios and Faios Sei'nos Faiiov uios 
are named in the treaty of Thyrrheum in Acarnania, of 94 B.C., Bull. 
Corr. X, p. 165. Then Fai[os] at Athens, CIA. ii, 985, list of dirap- 
Xat', year 95-4. In Delos again, two freedmen, 'Apx«A[a]os Tlofj.'ino- 
vios Faio[v3 ftti Faiov, and KXeOjitenjs 'Eyvarios Uovkiov Fa'iov Fvaiov, 
Bull. Corr. vii, p. 13 = Lowy Inschr. Gr. Bildhauer, n. 306 : dated 
97-6 B.C. The masters of the latter recur Bull. Corr. viii, p. 488 
(Delos), [Il3o[ir]Xios KoX Fdios (tat Fto.ios 'Ey[j'uri]oi, KofvTOv, 
P(u/xaioi. 

Other cases from Delos, not exactly datable, but from about the 
same epoch. Faios 'EppaCov 'Ajtwtnjvos, Bull. Corr. vii, p. 362 (Plu- 
tarch Pomp. 42, a-wTpo<f>oi of Mithradates) . Faios Aoukios IIo- 
irX[iou], Faios [Sjjyi'os, Fatos Ou[a\]€ptos, Bull. Cor. viii, p. 186. Faios 
Sijtos Fratov 'AptoTOjOoxos, Bull. Corr. xi, p. 272, and 'A^ijvotov, 1875, 
p. 462. Fatos Siji'os Faiov and Fatos KAavStos Faiov, Bull. Corr. 1, p. 
284. Fatos OioAcptos Faiov vtos Tptapios, Bull. Corr. xi, p. 265. 
Fct'tos Sav<^[^]tos AvAov ZTjvoScupos, Bull. Corr. i, p. 88. 

A Fatos Faiov "AXatcvs was clerk of the Athenian senate in the 
archonship of "Lysander, son of Apolexis," CIA. ii, 489 l> (Addend, 
p. 419). The date is not yet known; Kohler inclines to the middle 
of the first century B.C. 

The Attic ephebic lists afford several examples, the oldest being, 
perhaps, CIA. ii, 483, in which Fatos 'Pu^aios is enumerated with 
others of his nation, among the ^o/ot, the names of the fathers being 
omitted. In CIA. ii, 469 (archon Lenaeus), we have IIoTrXtos Faiov 
Ilttpaievs ; in 471 (archon Nicodemus), Faios Fa'tov Uctpaicvs and 
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raios MoapKovM«X[iT«vs]. These archons are not yet fixed ; Dumont 
put them in 138 and 136, Kohler thought rather of 90-60 : the latest 
opinion (Homolle, Bull. Corr. x, p. 6 f.) assigns them to the neigh- 
borhood of 125 B.C. 

The Romans in Delos set up a statue of their benefactor Taios 
BiX[X]ii7[v]ds Tatov vids (CIG. 2285 b = Bull. Corr. xi, p. 270) ; this 
man we know as candidate for the consulship about 104. Two of 
these Delian residents, A[£]vkios kox Faios n<&oi Vaiov vuoL, 'Pioimtm 
conferred a like honor (CIG. 2285) on a relative of Ptolemy Euer- 
getes II, who reigned from 146 to 117. 

A Roman Athenian of note was rai'os Taiov 'Axa/utrs, Turho weat 
over to Delos and held various priesthoods there (CIG. 2295, 2296, 
Bull. Corr. vi, pp. 324, 350). He appears to recur in CIA. ii, 957, 
[. . . s] Faiou 'Axapv£vs. The (Athenian) archons named in the 
Delian records are Nausias, Lyciscus, Dionysius ; these belong in a 
block of seven or eight archons, which may be aptly compared to 
Delos itself in its earliest recorded condition. The ttXwt^ j^o-os has 
been steered by Homolle into a nook between 119 and 105 B.C., but 
whether it will take root there, future discoveries must show. FaVos 
KodvTov 'Po)/iaios is on record in Delos (Bull. Corr. vii, p. 370) in 
the archonship of Diotimus, who belongs in the same block, two 
years after Dionysius. Koivtos Taiov of Delos (Bull. Corr. vi, pp. 
324 and 325) and Faios Taiov of los (Bull. Corr. i, p. 136) cannot 
be very far off in time. 

Two pedestals, found in the same building at Delos, bear the 
names of Falos KXomos AevKiov vio's orparijyos VTraros Vm/jmiiov (Bull. 
Corr. viii, p. 119) and Faios '0<t>i\Xioi MadpKov vios *£pos (Bull. 
Corr. V, p. 391 = Lowy Inschr. Gr. Bildhauer, n. 242). A C. Clu- 
vius was legate of Aemilius PauUus in 168, and the artists of the 
other work are known. Homolle and Lowy agree in assigning the 
works to some time after 150. 

The S. C. of Adramyttium (Bull. Corr. ii, p. 129 = Ephem. Epigr. 
iv, p. 213) contains a string of Falos's too long to transcribe: the 
document is referred by Mommsen to the time of the Gracchi. A 
Cosconius named in it we know to have been praetor in 135. If 
MapKos Koo-Kwvio; Fa'iov vios 'Pwjuoios, Erythraea (Bull. Corr. iv, p. 
156) is the father of this Cosconius, as has been guessed, this inscrip- 
tion would take us yet a stage further back. 
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We are led distinctly into the first half of the second century by 
some Delphian records oi proxeni, Wescher-Foucart, n. i8 (lines 69 
and 88), and n. 457 ; Bull. Corr. vii, p. 191. The men named are 
Fatos Sraroipios raiou uios BpevTecrivos ; Fatos, son of MSapKos 'OoAe- 
ptos *0/xoTTovi;s, both 'Ptojoatot ; Fai'os MajTi;M)s and Acikios /cai 
[K]i/?;ios ot Faiov MaiTiyiov ; MaapKOs Kopvi;A.ios Faibu, proxenos in 
Same. 

In a fragmentary Attic document, CIA. ii, 424, Kohler recognizes 
traces of the name [Fjaiov [Aat]Aiov, and refers it to the time after 
168 (Pydna). This maybe uncertain, but [Ma]5pKos Fa/ov IXottiA- 
\ios in a decree of proxeny from Cierion in Thessaly (Bull. Corr. 
xiii, p. 400) is clear, and belongs between 178 and 146. The S. C. 
from Narthacion in Thessaly names Fatos 'OotiAios o-rpaTjjyos = C. 
Hostilius Mancinus praetor (Bull. Corr. vi, 368) ; date (Laticheff) 
"150-146." Another S. C. of Thisbe, exactly dated at 170 B.C. 
(Ephem. Epigr. i, p. 279 = Mitth. Athen. iv, p. 235), mentions 
Fotos Ao/cp£Tios twice. 

We have traced FaVos pretty far back, but there remain a couple 
of still older cases. The first is of unusual interest. A decree of 
the Epirotes conferring proxeny on Faios Aafoviros 'Po/wos, Bpcvrc- 
o-tvos, who is twice named, was found at Dodona (Carapanos i, p. 
114 = CoUitz ii, n. 1339). As arfxtraybs of the Epirotes is men- 
tioned Antinoos, who is evidently the Antinoos of Polybius, xxvii, 13, 
and xxx, "7. 2. It seems to have escaped observation so far, that this 
Rennius is identical with the Z. Rammius, Brundisinus of Livy 42, 
17, who appears as 'Epwios (without praenomen) in Appian, Mac. 
xi, 7 (vol. i, p. 265, Bkk.). He is the man who was bribed — or 
believed to have been bribed — by Perseus to poison the leading 
Roman statesmen, and disclosed the plot to the senate at Rome. 
The disclosure precipitated the war with Perseus in 1 72. The decree, 
which recites the euvota av l-j(iov huvriKv. ■jrOTi Toiis 'AireipalTas, was 
made, without doubt, during Rennius's visit to Perseus, of whom the 
Epirotes and Antinoos were adherents. This visit preceded the dis- 
closure : so we are led to 1 73 as the probable date of the decree. 
The name in Livy is corrupt, but whether the man was really Ren- 
nius or Herennius is questionable. 

The long temple-inventory of Delos (Bull. Corr. vi, p. 38) men- 
tions a golden crown as Faiou KipCov ' Pw/wiiou avdOcita ; the date of 
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the inventory is 180-185 ; the date of C. Livius Salinator's praetor- 
ship in these parts was 191. 

Finally we have a S. C. of Delphi (Lebas ii, n. 852) which men- 
tions rai'os 'Atiwos Tatou; the date of this monument (see Bull. 
Corr. xi, p. 225) is 189 b.c. It is now generally agreed that the 
Greek text of such senatorial acts was composed in Rome itself; so 
this earliest example has a special authenticity. 

This is the oldest case that I have so far found. I do not claim 
absolute completeness for my collection, yet think that not much has 
escaped me. 

As results of the foregoing investigation, we may lay down: (i) 
that the name designated by the Romans by the letter C was 
originally Gauius ; (2) that this form at Rome had passed into 
Gmus by 190 B.C., though it survived longer in some of the provinces 
of Italy ; (3) that for some reason, not assignable at present, the 
customary pronunciation (of the educated classes at least) remained 
Gaius (trisyllabic) at any rate until the end of the first century of our 
era, and probably still longer. 



